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et al.: South Carolina Bar Association Annual Meeting

THE SOUTH CAROLINA
LAW QUARTERLY
BAR ASSOCIATION TRANSACTIONS

SOUTH CAROLINA BAR ASSOCIATION
ANNUAL MEETING
Held at the Poinsett Hotel
With the Greenville County Bar Association
As Host
May 2, 3, and 4, 1957
Greenville, South Carolina

MINUTES
Thursday, May 2, 1957
Registration commenced in the morning and continued
throughout the afternoon with Secretary William F. Prioleau,
Jr. of Columbia in charge.
3:00 P. M.
The Sixt7-third Annual Meeting of the South Carolina Bar
Association was called to order by Chairman of the Executive
Committee, Thomas H. Pope of Newberry, and after welcoming the members, he recognized Ray R. Williams, President of
the Greenville County Bar, who extended a warm welcome to

the city.
The Chair then appointed a Resolutions Committee consisting of J. Edwin Belser, Chairman, of Columbia, Augustine
T. Smythe of Charleston, and Angus I. Macaulay of Chester,
to propose resolutions of appreciation.
Mr. Pope introduced President David W. Robinson of Columbia who delivered the annual address of the President.
MR. ROBINSON:
All of us are familiar with the obligations of the individual lawyer
to the public, to the Court, to his client and to his fellow practitioner,
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and we are conscious of the fidelity with which he must treat each of
these responsibilities. In years past we have not been as diligent in
delineating our obligations as an Association. Our conventions have
been successful social occasions where we could meet and where our
wives could enjoy the hospitality of our convention city, but too often
we have found little time left for the performance of the Association'q
duties.
It is not my thought that the delightful festivities of our conventions
should be curtailed. They serve the important function of pleasurable
relaxation. However, since there are Association obligations, they must
be met. Briefly, today I would like to discuss with you some of these
Association responsibilities and something of what the Executive Committee has done during the year.
Bar Associations in many states have become alive to their duty to
the public in the improvement of the administration of justice. These
associations have approached their responsibilities in various ways.
As examples of what is being done, the Florida Bar furnishes speakers
to the high schools on subjects such as Communism and Constitutional
Law; Virginia, Texas and Ohio Associations publish and distribute
to the public pamphlets on what to do in case of automobile collisions;
several state associations publish booklets of advice to jurors, on wills,
on estate planning. Many more are taking the lead in needed procedural
reforms. Fortunately the American Bar Association is now providing
a coordinating service which gives all of the State Associations the
benefit of the ideas of the others.
In the field of the administration of justice, bar associations have a
heavy responsibility because lawyers are officers of the Court and
because lawyers work in this field. Following the strong recommendation of President Calhoun Mays in his address last year, the Spartanburg Convention adopted a resolution favoring the establishment of
a Judicial Council in South Carolina. At the request of the Association,
the Supreme Court established such a Council on an interim basis by
Court Order in July, 1956. Permanent legislation enacted in February,
1957, has established the Council on a permanent basis. This Council's
membership is drawn from the Bench, the Bar and the General Assembly.
The Council is charged with the duty of making a continuous study
of the Administration of Justice in South Carolina and to make recommendations to the Courts, to the General Assembly, other State agencies
and to this Association for changes which would improve some phase
of the administration of justice. Already the committees of the Council
named by the Chief Justice are busy studying needed reforms in the
fields of civil and criminal procedure, considering the need for changes
in probate law, in magistrate procedure and in adoption statutes. It has
been some seventy-five years since there has been a restudy of these
problems on a comprehensive basis. It is time that these studies be made.
The first report of the Council to our Association will be made tomorrow
by Chief Justice Stukes.
This year the Association has conducted an intensive comparison of
our state procedures in civil matters with those used in the Federal
District Court. An Association Committee has printed a comparison
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of the two procedures, seminars have been conducted on the subject and
the first draft of proposed rules has been made. Tomorrow there will
be a full discussion of our committee's recommendations in this area.
I commend the report to your careful consideration.
In this field of the improvement of the administration of justice
the Association has participated in the studies of congested court calendars both in the State and in the Federal Courts. Suggestions by the
Executive Committee have received attention both by the Judicial Council
and by the Committee named by the United States Attorney General to
study the problem. We have hopes that this Session of the Congress
will enact legislation creating one additional Federal District Judgeship
in South Carolina. Such action should solve the problem of congestion
in Federal Courts. There are a few congested calendars in our state
system. They are receiving the attention of the Judicial Council and of
our Circuit Judges.
The Association has a special responsibility in the training of lawyers.
Committees have been in constant touch with Dean Prince and the law
faculty at the University in the study of the problem of pre-legal education which is becoming of increasing importance. The thought of your
Executive Committee that more emphasis should be placed on professional standards is being implemented at the law school.
The need for a foundation for the benefit of the Law School has long
been realized. The Executive Committee is recommending for your consideration the creation of such a fund, the income from which would be
used to bring visiting lecturers to the campus, to provide additional educational opportunities for the faculty and in general to further the interests of the school. In advance of this convention the Executive Committee has received thirteen one thousand dollar gifts to this foundation.
One is in memory of Dr. W. D. Melton, once President of the University,
two memorialize former Law School Deans, the late Joseph Daniel Pope
and the late John P. Thomas, one is in memory of Professor E. Marion
Rucker, another the late Christie Benet, once a President of the Association, one in memory of William J. Thomas, for many years a prominent
Beaufort lawyer, one in memory of Judge H. H. Watkins of Anderson,
and another was given in memory of the late Judge George E. Prince, the
distinguished father of a distinguished son. No doubt there will be other
memorial gifts.
During the year the South Carolina Supreme Court, at the instance of
the Association, prescribed the American Bar Association's Canons of
Ethics as the professional standards for all lawyers practicing in our
state. Studies are being made of a proposed code of conduct for trial
lawyers as a possible supplement to these Canons. The Executive Committee endorsed and the 1957 Legislature enacted a statute prohibiting
"barratry". We believe this Act will have the effect of discouraging the
instigation of unnecessary litigation. If lawyers are to perform their
full duty there must be no question as to their integrity. It is the
bed rock on which our profession is founded.
The Association has responsibilities with reference to the Judiciary.
It is our duty to "prevent political considerations from outweighing
judicial fitness" in the selection of Judges. The Executive Committee
has given much thought to its obligation in this regard. While no con-
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crete policy has been evolved, our contacts with the American Bar Association's Committee on the Federal Judiciary have encouraged us to
believe that progress is being made to minimize political consideration in
this vital area. The Association has also been privileged to have a hand
in the improvement of the salary and retirement income of the members
of the State Judiciary. While we would like to see the salary schedule
higher, the increase in the pending appropriations bill from $12,500.00 to
$14,000.00 in the permanent salary is helpful. The bill also increases
the pay of retired judges from $7,500.00 to $8,100.00. A statute placing
the judges under Social Security has also been enacted.
This has also been a year in which Association Committees have reviewed the lawyers relations with business and professional groups whose
fields overlap those of our profession. Those interprofessional study
groups seem to be promising instrumentalities in solving areas of differences. The progress reports to be given tomorrow will indicate partial
solutions. It is my hope that this approach will continue in the future.
Accountants, realtors, doctors, trust companies, insurance adjustors and
title companies have responsibilities so close to those of the bar that
friction will develop at times unless we are alert to iron out these mutual
problems through joint committees.
During the year the Association has moved to help its own members in
the every day practice. Law is a profession and a profession is founded
on public service. But a lawyer and his family must eat. Therefore,
developments increasing the lawyers efficiency in bread and butter details are important. The Executive Committee is recommending the publication of a loose leaf hand book for lawyers. The book is to contain
such aids to the practice as may be desired by the practitioners. The
report of the Committee on this subject should have your earnest consideration.
Mindful of its duty to help preserve the fundamental freedom of
our people, the Executive Committee designated its Chairman to lend
his voice in opposition to bills introduced in Congress to take away the
right of a person to a jury trial in criminal contempt matters.
Time will not permit the discussion of other phases of Association
activity during the year, but I cannot close these remarks without expressing appreciation for the fine work done by Committeemen this
year. Especially do I wish to commend the members of the Executive
Committee who met each month during the year. Usually we had 100%
attendance. Truly it was a working group. Our Secretary was also a
major factor in the program. Busy lawyer though he is, his work never
ceased. Realizing the importance of the necessity for a central office and
for continuity the Committee proposes in the future to use an office at
the University Law School, to employ a stenographer to work there
under the Secretary's supervision and to collect in that office the many
files on bar matters now gathering dust in your office and in mine.
This year we have many committee reports in written form to facilitate
their consideration.
The Association's relations with the American Bar Association have
been close and helpful. However, I am somewhat concerned with the
recent action of the American Bar offering to State Associations "package" dues, the effect of which would be to require of State Bar members,

https://scholarcommons.sc.edu/sclr/vol9/iss4/2

4

1957]

et al.: South Carolina Bar Association Annual Meeting

S. C. BAR AssoCIATION MINUTES

505

membership in the ABA. We must guard against becoming a mere
department of the American Bar Association. The independence of the
South Carolina Bar Association is too priceless a possession to jeopardize
by thoughtless action. Therefore before acting on any such proposal
careful study is in order.
Changing interpretations of the Federal Constitution and the necessity
of huge expenditures in the interest of defense and of foreign policies
threaten to unbalance the delicate relations between State and lation.
Speed of transportation and of communication, nuclear weapons and
guided missiles increase the necessity for some degree of centralization of
government. However, the lawyer must always be on guard to see that
this centralization does not remove from local government the control
of things which are essentially local. A national government is ill
equipped to deal on the local level. Our system contemplates a division
and a separation under a written document.
The unlimited revenues available to the central government from
income taxes levied as a result of the Sixteenth Amendment and the
disposition of courts to invade the field of policy making tend to hasten
this centralization beyond the contemplation of the founders of our
government. If such trends continue it may be that we will have to
abandon government under a written constitution dividing powers and
instead adopt a parliamentary system in which all power and all responsibility is vested in representatives elected by the people. The
United Kingdom has been so governed for centuries. Perhaps its thousand year history is worthy of our study.
The nation has a right to expect its lawyers, its bar associations as a
part of their public duty to be ever mindful of the effect of changing
conditions on our governmental structure.

Calling for the reports of the various Standing Committees,
the Chair recognized John M. Scott of Florence, Chairman of
the Committee on Handbooks.

MR.SCOTT:
Your Executive Committee early last fall discussed the possibility
of putting out a Handbook. This was brought to our attention by
President Robinson. The Committee was appointed and consisted of
Beverly Herbert, Jr., and Samuel Prince of Columbia, William H. Blackwell of Florence and myself. We are not the first to have this idea to
publish a Handbook. Other Associations have done similar work. North
Carolina has a Handbook and as a result of the publication of this Handbook, the North Carolina Bar Association was recognized by the American Bar Association. Florida also has a Handbook as have several
other states. Beverly Herbert has done a good bit of thinking and studying along this line and the Handbook that we are contemplating putting
out will more or less follow his suggestions.
The purpose of this Handbook is to have available the tools to make
your job and my job easier. It is divided into three major divisions and
will be in loose leaf form so that it can be added to or taken away from
as time proves advisable. The first division will be:
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I-Reommended Minimum Fee Schedule
That part was assigned to me and frankly I thought it would be easy.
The further I went into it the more I realized just how difficult it
would be. I wrote two Bar Associations that had a minimum fee
schedule. It is difficult to set a definite schedule. For instance the
overhead of a law office in a larger town or city would be much more
than in a smaller town. What we are trying to do is set up a fee
schedule in three parts and then let the local bar adopt in toto or in part
that portion which they desire.
II-Courts and Ter-ms
This is broken down into:
1. S. C. Supreme Court (Beverly Herbert).
2. S. C. Circuit Court (John Scott).
3. Other S. C. Courts (Win. H. Blackwell).
4. Probate Courts.
5. Clerks (Beverly Herbert).
6. Solicitors (Beverly Herbert).
7. S. C. Attorney General (Beverly Herbert).
8. State Commissions (George King).
9. U. S. Supreme Court (John Scott).
10. Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals (John Scott).
11. U. S. District Courts (John Scott).
12. U. S. Commissioners (John Scott).
13. Clerks (John Scott).
14. Marshall (John Scott).
15. U. S. District Attorney (John Scott).
We are trying to show you a schedule of the courts according to county.
III-Time Tables
1. S. C. Courts (Win. H. Blackwell).
2. U. S. Courts (Beverly Herbert).
(This will tell you when you are supposed to file certain papers in the
various courts, how long you have to file them, etc.)
1.
2.
3.
4.

Steps
Steps
Steps
Steps

IV-Check Lists
to be taken in Estates (Beverly Herbert).
to be taken in forming corporations (Dean Samuel L. Prince).
to be taken in sale of real estate (John Scott).
to be taken in sale of business (Dean Samuel L. Prince).

V-Forms
1. Closing statement-Sale of Real Estate (Beverly Herbert).
2. Closing statement-Mortgage Loan (Beverly Herbert).
VI-Law Libraries
(A list of Law Libraries will be available in this Handbook. Sarah
Leverette will be in charge of this portion.)
1. S. C. Supreme Court.
2. U. S. C. Law School.
3. Mitchell and Horlbeck.
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VII-Miscellaneous
Documentary Stamps (Dean Samuel L. Prince).
Surveyors Measurements (Dean Samuel L. Prince).
Universal Calendar (Dean Samuel L. Prince).
Statute of Descent and Distribution (Dean Samuel L. Prince).
Chart of Inheritance Taxes (Win. H. Blackwell).
Chart of Estate Taxes (Win. H. Blackwell).
PART B-Inspirational
VIII-Oath of Admittance to Practice
IX-Canons of ProfessionalEthics
X-Canons of Judicial Ethics

1.
2.
3.
4.

XI-Publications
Westbrooks Opinions (Sarah Leverette).
S. C. Law Quarterly (Sarah Leverette).
News Bulletin (Sarah Leverette).
Books, Manuals, etc. (Sarah Leverette).
(a) Judge Lide's Notebook.
(b) Handbook for S. C. Jurors (Sarah Leverette).
PART C-Informational

XII-S. C. Bar Association
1. Committees and functions (Beverly Herbert).
2. Constitution (Beverly Herbert).
XIII-Calendar of Historic Events (Beverly Herbert)
XIV-Thumbnail History of S. C. Bar (Carlisle Roberts)
XV--S. C. Judicial Council (Dave Robinson)
Inside Back Cover-S. C. Judicial Circuits and Judge's Wheel.
We have enjoyed working together on this Handbook and hope that
it will be something the lawyer will have on his desk at all times. We
also hope that it will make every lawyer's job a little easier. Thank
you very much.
JOHN M. ScoTT, Chairman,
Committee on Handbook.

Secretary Prioleau read the report of the Committee on
Ethics and Professional Responsibility due to the absence of
George D. Levy of Sumter, Chairman.
MR. PRIOLEAU:
The Committee on Ethics and Professional Responsibility of the South
Carolina Bar Association is pleased to submit herewith its annual report
on the activities of the Committee for the current Association year, and
has passed on the following four matters, as follows:
(1) Is it permissible for a lawyer to furnish jury information to both
sides in Federal Court matters? If the information furnished is identi-
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cal, the propriety of so doing could not be questioned, nor would the good
ethics of the advising attorney be in anywise involved.
(2) Where an individual is both a Certified Public Accountant and an
attorney at law, would it be in accordance with ethical standards for
such an attorney to: (a) use letterheads designating himself as "Attorney and Tax Counsel"? (b) could the said attorney use the same address
on his letterhead showing he was operating under the name "X and Company, Certified Public Accountant"? Canon No. 27 of the American
Bar Association sustains his rights as to the first question raised. As
to the second question, there could be no ethical objection for such an
attorney acting in a dual capacity unless it could be shown that his
services as an accountant were used as a feeder to his law practice and
this should be frowned upon.
(3) The next question propounded was whether or not a qualified
attorney admitted to practice in this State needs to procure an adjuster's
license in order to act as an adjuster in the employ of an insurance
company. The pertinent statutes referred to were § 37-221, et seq, 1952
Code. The Committee's position was that the only question involved was
that of the right of the attorney to be licensed as an adjuster under
the laws of the State of South Carolina and the determination of this
matter was exclusively within the province of the Attorney General's
office.
(4) The next question was as to whether it was proper for Columbia
attorneys to become members of the Columbia Better Business Bureau,
and by so doing permit their names to be carried in the listing of the
Bureau's membership. The Committee felt that membership in the
Bureau should be confined exclusively to merchants and should exclude
professions and that lawyers should be kept within their own distinctive
classification and should not affiliate with business organizations where
such membership might be tainted with the idea of the procurement of
professional employment. The Committee questions the propriety of lawyers permitting their names to be carried in newspaper listings of the
Bureau's membership which could be construed as a form of advertising.
The Committee feels that in order to aid the cause of the Bureau, it
would be proper for a lawyer to be a contributing member, but he should
not participate as an active member.
Respectfully submitted,
GEORGE D. LEvY, Chairman,
Committee on Ethics and
ProfessionalResponsibility

Samuel R. Watt of Spartanburg, Chairman of the Committee on Grievances, presented the following report:
MR. WATT:
The Grievance Committee of the Association begs leave to report:
That in the performance of its duty in policing the Bar against "misconduct of the members of the Bar" (CODE OF LAWS OF SOUTH CAROLINA,
1952 § 56-154) or "misconduct contrary to law" (CODE OF LAWS Or
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1952 § 56-154), it has considered fifteen complaints
embracing the following:
Failure to institute suit on claim and follow up same;
Complaint with reference to divorce decree;
Failure to prosecute damage suit speedily;
Failure to remit promptly on collections;
Family dispute over mother's property;
Complaint over collection account;
Complaint over fee charged;
Complaint over terms of divorce decree;
Complaint about delay of case coming to trial;
Failure to file divorce complaint;
Dispute over fee;
Alleged failure to enforce collection of judgment.
All of the above complaints have been investigated and were found to
be without merit, or were satisfactorily settled.
One member of the Bar plead guilty to two charges of forgery. When
he appeared before the Committee he requested permission to submit his
resignation to the Supreme Court, which request was granted, and his
resignation has been forwarded to the Supreme Court. It, however,
remains for him to surrender his license and this has been requested
of him. This will be followed to a conclusion.
There is a complaint against a member of the Bar for collecting money
and failing to pay it over to his client. We have a proper affidavit from
the complainant. In the event this cannot be disposed of before this
committee is dissolved, the file will be turned over to our successors.
There has been one complaint filed against an attorney for breach of
trust, but we have been unable to locate him either by way of telephone
or registered mail.
Complaints have been received about ambulance chasing on the part
of certain attorneys. While we have obtained some information, yet we
do not feel that we have sufficient information to warrant action against
anyone at this time. Such information as we have accumulated will be
turned over to our successors.
There is pending in the Judiciary Committee of the Senate, a Bill
which has been passed by the House entitled "A Bill to Provide for the
Adoption and Promulgation by the Supreme Court of South Carolina
of Rules and Regulations Defining and Regulating the Practice of Law,
Determining the Qualifications and Requirements for Admission to the
Practice of Law, Establishing Rules of Professional Conduct for Attorneys at Law, and Establishing Practice and Procedure for Disciplining,
Suspending and Disbarring Attorneys at Law". It is the opinion of
this Committee that this Bill should have the support of the Bar, since
we believe that it will elevate the practice of law in this State and
give some needed machinery for disciplining the members of the Bar.
SOUTH CAROLINA,

Respectfully submitted,
JOHN D. NOeK
MARSHALL MAYS
MORTIMER WEINBERG

HENRY BuIsT
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W. L. WATKINS
TENCH P. OWENS
WALTER J. BRISTOW, JR.
SAM R. WATT, Chairman,

Committee on Ethics and Professional
Responsibility.

Mr. Watt then read House Bill #1351:
House Bill No. 1351

To Provide for the Adoption and Promulgation by the Supreme Court of
South Carolina of Rules and Regulations Defining and Regulating the
Practice of Law, Determining the Qualifications and Requirements for
Admission to the Practice of Law, Establishing Rules of Professional
Conduct for Attorneys at Law, and Establishing Practice and Procedure for Disciplining, Suspending and Disbarring Attorneys at Law.
Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the State of South Carolina:
SECTION 1. The Supreme Court of South Carolina may from time to
time prescribe, adopt, promulgate and amend such rules and regulations
as it may deem proper (a) defining and regulating the practice of law;
(b) determining the qualifications and requirements for admission to
the practice of law; (c) prescribing a code of ethics governing the professional conduct of attorneys at law; and (d) prescribing the procedure
for disciplining, suspending, disbarring and reinstating attorneys at law.
SEC. 2. The Supreme Court may appoint boards or committees to examine all applicants for admission to the Bar, and boards or committees
to act as administrative agencies of the court for the purpose of investigating and reporting the violation of such rules and regulations as are
adopted by the court and to hear all causes involving discipline, disbarment, suspension or reinstatement of attorneys and to make recommendations thereon to the Supreme Court. Such hearings shall be had under
such procedure as may be established by the court. Any such administrative agency created by the Supreme Court shall have the power of
subpoena for the purpose of aiding it in hearing cases of discipline, suspension or disbarment.
SEC. 3. All rules and regulations promulgated and adopted under the
terms of this act shall be filed with the Clerk of the Supreme Court and
shall not be effective until the lapse of three months after they are so
filed. Upon such rules and regulations becoming effective, they shall
supersede all laws or parts of laws in conflict therewith to the extent
of the conflict.
SEC. 4. The inherent power of the Supreme Court with respect to
regulating the practice of law, determining the qualifications for admission to the Bar and disciplining, suspending and disbarring attorneys at
law is hereby recognized and declared. The authority herein conferred
on that court shall be deemed as cumulative thereto. Provided,that nothing in this act shall preclude the General Assembly from prohibiting
the practice of law in this State by any class of individuals.
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SEC. 5. All acts or parts of acts inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed.
SEc. 6. This act shall take effect upon its approval by the Governor.

Mr. Watt thereafter moved that this part of his report be
adopted. The Association then went on record unanimously
as favoring this bill.

Due to the absence of Professor Coleman Karesh of Columbia, Chairman of the Committee on the Annual Survey of

South Carolina Law, the Secretary read the report.
MR. PRIOLEAU:
This report, like practically every other report of the Committee on
Annual Survey, can at best be hardly more than routine and perfunctory, since the work of the Committee appears in the published Survey
appearing in the South CarolinaLaw Quarterly, accompanied by a suitable foreword. Three of such annual Surveys have already been published, the last in the fall of 1956. Material for the fourth Survey, due
to appear in the fall of 1957, is collected and selected by the staff of
the South Carolina Law Quarterly and is being transmitted to the
members of the Committee for study and treatment. The period of the
forthcoming Survey will extend from April 1, 1956, to April 1, 1957. As
has been noted on other occasions, the Survey embraces decisions of the
Supreme Court of South Carolina, decisions of the Fourth Circuit Court
of Appeals and the United States Supreme Court involving South Carolina substantive law, and the more important legislation of the current
session of the General Assembly.
The membership of the Committee is not static and several changes
in its composition have taken place in the last year. The following members of the 1955-1956 Committee, who made their contributions to the
1955-1956 Survey, have withdrawn from the Committee: Robert W.
Hemphill, Chester; Edgar L. Morris, Jr., Columbia; J. Fred Buzhardt,
Jr., McCormick; Robert E. Vandiver, Anderson; T. M. Stubbs, University of South Carolina Law School. The thanks of the Bar are due to
these former members, who, despite the heavy pressure of other work,
have faithfully performed their assigned tasks. In particular, and without disparagement to or comparison with other members of the Committee, one of these former members, Robert W. Hemphill, is deserving of
special approbation: despite a heavy law practice, his duties as a Solicitor, and a vigorous campaign for Congress-which was successfulhe made his usual excellent contribution to the Survey. Mr. Hemphill,
whom the Chairman has known about since the former's law student
days, would in all likelihood be willing to continue in the survey post
from Washington, but in the interest of the national welfare and of his
constituents it has been thought best not to seek a continuation of his
Committee activities.
New members of the Committee-that is, for 1956-1957-and their
assignments are: E. Windell McCrackin, Charleston, Miscellaneous;
Marshall T. Mays, Greenwood, Business Associations, Damages; C. T.
Wyche, Greenville, Contracts, Bills and Notes, Sales; Clinch Heyward
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Belser, Columbia, Statutory Construction; Isadore Bernstein, Columbia,
Pleading; W. T. Jones, Solicitor, Greenwood, Criminal Law, Evidence
and Procedure. It has been a cause of gratification that these new members accepted appointment to the Committee willingly and enthusiastically, and the Bar may be confident that their designation is a good one.
Equally, if not more, gratifying has been the consent of old members to
continue to act--some of them have served since the formation of the
Committee. Their consistency has been, in truth, the main strength
of the Committee and its work. Those so continuing are:
David H.
Means, University of South Carolina Law School, Property, Landlord
and Tenant; George Savage King, University of South Carolina Law
School, Administrative Law, Torts; Charles H. Randall, University of
South Carolina Law School, Taxation, Evidence (Civil); Huger Sinkler,
Charleston, ConstitutionalLaw, Public Corporations; Wesley W. Walker,
Greenville, Insurance; Douglas McKay, Jr., Columbia, Practice and Procedure; W. H. Nicholson, Jr., Greenwood, Workmen's Compensation;
James F. Dreher, Columbia, Domestic Relations, Agency. The Chairman
is continuing his assignment on the Committee in the subjects of Wills,
Trusts, Security Transactions.
The Committee, and the Chairman in particular, are grateful to the
Bar for its continued interest in the Survey and for its often-expressed
opinion that the Survey is accomplishing a worth-while object. Without
that interest and belief the Committee would not feel warranted in prolonging its existence.
Attention must be drawn again to the encouragement and sustained
interest of Dean Samuel L. Prince of the University of South Carolina
Law School, who was responsible for the institution of the Survey at
the outset. He has not simply brought the Survey into existence-he has
watched over it ever since with a parental concern and has given valuable
assistance and counsel.
Responsibility for the editing and publishing of the Survey is in the
hands of the staff of the South CarolinaLaw Quarterly. The direct and
immediate supervision lies with the Editor-in-Chief and an Associate
Editor in charge of the Survey. For the 1955-1956 Survey, in print,
these offices were filled by Paul J. Foster and Miss Winifred Wills,
respectively; and for the 1956-1957 Survey, in preparation, these offices
are filled by Cary C. Doyle and Heyward McDonald, respectively. To
those named in particular and to the staff of the Quarterly in general
the Committee is greatly indebted.
COLEATAN KARESH, Chairman,
Committee on Annual Survey of
South CarolinaLaw.

The Chair recognized Cary C. Doyle, Editor-in-Chief of the
South CarolinaLaw Quarterly,who made a brief report on the
Quarterly, and expressed his appreciation for the cooperation
and interest shown by the South Carolina Bar Association.
The report of the Committee on Memorials to Deceased
Members was presented by Secretary Prioleau.
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MR. PRIOLEAU:
This committee is delegated with the duty of preparing, or having
prepared, proper memorials to those of our brethren who have died since
our last meeting. During the past year, it has consisted of the following
members by Judicial Circuits:
First,W. R. Symmes, Esq.; Second, John A. May, Esq.; Third, John
G. Dinkins, Esq.; Fourth, Melvin Hyman, Esq.; Fifth, John West, Esq.;
Sicth, David A. Gaston, Esq.; Seventh, Bruce W. White, Esq.; Eighth,
C. Miller McCuen, Esq.; Ninth, Win. McG. Morrison, Jr., Esq.; Tenth,
Edward H. Ninestein, Esq.; Eleventh, McKendree Barr, Esq.; Twelfth,
Malcolm C. Woods, Jr., Esq.; Thirteenth, George L. Grantham, Esq.;
Fourteenth, Brantley Harvey, Jr., Esq. Each member has attended to
the matters involved in his Circuit.
It has been our endeavor and intent to select fellow members of the
Bar who by reason of long association with the deceased could perpetuate their memory on the basis of personal knowledge and warm friendship.
The following is a list of the South Carolina lawyers who have died
since April, 1956, the date of our last memorials' report:
Deceased Lawyers
Writer of Memorials
George William Behlmer, Charleston, S. C.

Paul M. Macmillan

-

Joseph Andrew Berry, Orangeburg, S. C.
James Brewton Berry
Edgeworth Montague Blythe, Jr., Greenville, S. C. __
James L. Love
Proctor Aldridge Bonham, Greenville, S. C.
Daniel Roland Cain, Greenville, S. C.
Paul A. Cooper, Columbia, S. C.
S. C. Dusenbury, Conway, S. C.
John Gregory Galbraith, Spartanburg, S. C.
G. B. Green, Anderson, S. C.
Guy A. Gullick, Greenville, S. C.
August Kohn, Jr., Columbia, S. C.
Alfred Cleo Mann, Greenville, S. C.
B. A. Morgan, Greenville, S. C. __

Raymon Schwartz, Sumter, S. C.

-

James H. Price
Joseph H. Earle, Jr.
Edward W. Mullins
J. Reuben Long
Neville Holcombe
T. Frank Watkins
J. A. Henry
Wm. H. Townsend
G. Dewey Oxner
Miss J. M. Perry

George D. Levy

Frank G. Tompkins, Sr., Columbia, S. C.
William Miller Wilson, Sumter, S. C.

C. T. Graydon
Edward V. Atkinson

Albert Lee Wardlaw, Columbia, S. C.

Douglas McKay, Sr.

Lionel E. Wooten, Greenville, S. C.
John Wilfred Dedrich Zerbst, Charleston, S. C.

Victor Pyle
Henry Buist

(Memorials to all of the above are printed immediately following the
Bar Association Transactions.)
If the committee has inadvertently overlooked any deceased lawyer
who should be memorialized, it would be appreciated if such omission
is called to our attention. It has been our purpose to assist in memorializing the lives of those who have lived and died worthy members of our
profession and worthwhile members of the respective communities.
Respectfully submitted,
JOHN H. LumpxIN, Chairman,
Committee on Memorials
to DeceasedMembers.
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The Chair recognized Henry Buist of Charleston who requested the members to call to the attention of the committee
any names which might have been omitted from the list of
memorials.
The Chair called upon the members of the respective judicial circuits to caucus and elect their members of the Nominating Committee. The following members were named:
P. Frank Haigler-First Circuit.
Thomas H. Norton-Second Circuit.
Clayton G. Brown-Third Circuit.
Joseph DuPre Miller-Fourth Circuit.
John K. Deloahe-Fifth Circuit.
David A. Gaston-Sixth Circuit.
Rufus M. Ward-Seventh Circuit.
W. H. Harley-Eighth Circuit.
Henry Buist-Ninth Circuit.
T. Frank Watkins-Tenth Circuit.
J. Fred Buzhardt-Eleventh Circuit.
C. W. Muldrow-Twelfth Circuit.
E. P, Riley-Thirteenth Circuit.
W. J. McLeod, Jr.-FourteenthCircuit.

The business meeting recessed at five o'clock.
Thursday Afternoon

The members and their guests were entertained at a party
at the Poinsett Hotel. Host for the gala affair was the Title
Guarantee Co.
Friday Morning

S. Augustus Black of Columbia, Executive Committeeman,
called the meeting to order and introduced Chief Justice
Taylor H. Stukes, Chairman of the Judicial Council, who gave
the following report:
MR. JUSTICE STUKES:
I am happy to report upon the birth and progress of the Judicial
Council of South Carolina, particularly because it will be a report of
gratifying success. I think ours was the last State to adopt such agency
and means to improve the administration of justice in the courts. However, we may thereby profit from the experience of earlier similar
Councils in other states.
Agreeable to your action last year and to the subsequent request of
the officers and Executive Committee of your Association, the Suprerme Court on July 10, 1956 created by order an ad interim Judicial
Council and prescribed its personnel, with the stated objectives of survey,
study and recommendations to the Court and to the General Assembly
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with respect to the administration of justice in our courts and quasijudicial agencies and boards.
The members of the Council were promptly appointed in accord with
the terms of the order, and the first meeting was held in Columbia on
August 8, 1956.
Ten committees, composed of designated members of the Council,
were appointed, as follows:
(1) Permanent Organizationof the Council.
(2) Finance.
(3) Scope of Work of Council.
(4) To Explore the Possibility of the Use of FoundationFunds.
(5) Study of Judicial Procedure, Congested Dockets, and Cost of Appeals.
(6) To Bring the Supreme Court in Closer Relationship With Other
Courts of the State.
(7) Study of CriminalProcedureand Pre-Sentence Investigations.
(8) To Consider Either Amending or Rewriting the Adoption Statutes
and to Consider Amendments to the Uniform Reciprocal Support
of Dependents Act.
(9) Study of Procedurein the Probate Courts.
(10) To Consider Revision of the Law Relating to Magistrates and
Procedure in Magistrates' Courts.
These committees have been at work and I have attended some of their
meetings, from which I am personally able to vouch for the earnestness
and industry of the members.
Another well-attended meeting of the ad interim Council was held,
also in Columbia, on January 17, 1957. At it there was agreed upon
the draft of a bill to vest in the Supreme Court the power to adopt
rules defining and regulating the practice of law, etc. Council members
procured the introduction of the bill in the legislature and my information is that it passed the House of Representatives and is now in the
hands of the Judiciary Committee of the Senate. If unacted upon at
this session, it will be before the 1958 session of the General Assembly.
At the last-mentioned meeting of the Council, Mr. Pope, Chairman of
the Committee on Permanent Organization, presented a bill providing
for the establishment of the Council by statute. This was agreed upon
and it was subsequently presented to the General Assembly with the
result that there was enacted, and approved by the Governor on
February 14, 1957, an act entitled, "An Act to Create a Judicial Council
for the State of South Carolina," etc.
Reference to the Act shows that the Council is composed of certain
designated State and legislative officials, the Dean of the University
Law School and the President of your Association, ex officio. Six other
members are required to be appointed by the Chief Justice, which has
been done; and the other members of the Judiciary, who will serve on
the Council, have been designated as provided by the Act. The appointments were made in such manner that the work which had been commenced by the ad interim Council could be continued uninterruptedly.
Attention is called to the fact that the Act does not name the chairman
or other officers of the Council, and I am reporting upon the invitation
of your President, as if I were chairman. Nor does the Act expressly
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authorize the appointment of committees from the membership of the
Council. I think that these are matters upon which the Council may
properly act.
A meeting of it is scheduled here for tomorrow afternoon when some
of the committees, which were set up by the ad interim Council, will
make reports.
I cannot commend too highly the officers and Executive Committee of
your Association for their energetic and effective efforts to forward
the formation of the Council, and direct its activities into fertile fields,
and I think they have succeeded admirably.
The Council has been most fortunate to have among its members the
Director of the Legislative Council, General Lewie G. Merritt, who has
served untiringly as Secretary of the Council and has provided gratis
from his office the requisite clerical assistance. I add that General
Merritt is as an efficient secretary as I have ever known.
It was thought by the Council that it would be inadvisable to ask the
General Assembly for a substantial appropriation of State funds for the
operation of the Council until it has proved its worth to laymen and
lawyers and judges, alike. Accordingly, Section 10 of the Act provides
that the members of the Council shall serve without compensation but
shall be paid, as expenses, the per diem and mileage which is allowed
by law to State officials and employees when engaged in official duties,
and an appropriation of $1,500 was made for that purpose.
Of course, busy lawyers, judges and other State officials do not have
the time to perform the tedious services of surveys and studies which
are within the necessary contemplation of the Council. For that purpose
it is essential to secure private foundation funds for the employment of
experts, and an able committee of the Council, headed by Dean Samuel
L. Prince of the University Law School, is at work with presently
bright prospects. Dean Prince has been most diligent in his efforts and
well deserves the success which I am confident he will achieve.
It has been a pleasure for the Court to cooperate with your Association in this endeavor. Indeed, it has been inspired by the zeal of the
officers and executive committeemen of the Association, and we are
gratified by the early success which has been accomplished. The movement is pregnant with the promise of needed improvements in the
jurisprudence of our State, particularly in the field of practice and
procedure. You may be assured of our continued cooperation.
Respectfully submitted,
HON. TAYLOR H. STUKES,
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court.

The report of the Committee on Institutes, Symposiums
and Seminars was presented by Chairman John W. Thomas of
Columbia.
MR. THOMAS:
The by-laws of the Association provide that this Committee 11... shall
be charged with the duty of arranging other programs during the year
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at various times and various places and upon various legal subjects."
Subsequent to the last annual meeting of the Association an Institute was
held on the subject of Civil Procedure-State Courts. This Committee
is deeply indebted to the Committee on Procedural and Law Reforms,
so capably headed by Frank K. Sloan, Esq., for its cooperation in making
arrangements for the Institute and the presentation of the subject matter. Mr. Sloan's Committee did a tremendous amount of work in compiling the comparative study of the rules of civil procedure between
the State Courts and the United States District Courts.
The subject Institute was held on November 9 and 10 at the University Law School. President Robinson opened the meeting and was
followed by Hon. Taylor H. Stakes, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court,
who presented an address on procedure and law reforms. Professor
Charles H. Randall, Jr., of the Law School, discussed the Federal Rules
and was followed by a discussion panel composed of Henry Busbee,
acting as Moderator, Thomas H. Pope, Thomas E. McCutchen, Ben Scott
Whaley and S. Augustus Black. This part of the program dealt with
pleading and process.
Following lunch, Mr. Pope presided and A. F. Burgess acted as
Moderator of a panel composed of Hon. Bruce Littlejohn, H. H. Edens,
Thomas B. Butler, Frank B. Gary, J. D. E. Meyer and A. Barron Holmes
on discovery and pre-trial procedures.
Calhoun A. Mays presided at the session on Saturday morning, and
Frank H. Bailey acted as Moderator, of the panel composed of Thomas
Wyche, Joseph L. Nettles, W. J. McLeod, Louis Shimel, P. H. McEachern
and Frank K. Sloan. This panel discussed motion practices and summary judgments.
Following each of the sessions there was an open discussion of the
subjects under consideration. At the conclusion of the program, President Robinson and Frank Sloan gave a summation.
In view of the magnitude of the undertaking on the part of the
Committee on Procedural and Law Reforms, it was concluded that time
would be allotted at the forthcoming annual meeting of the Association
for this Committee, rather than to hold a Spring Institute prior to the
annual meeting.
As usual, this Committee has received the wholehearted support and
cooperation of the Director of Institutes, Hon. Samuel L. Prince. His
assistance and cooperation have made the work of this Committee much
lighter than it might otherwise have been. Other subjects which have
been considered for future Institutes include law office management
and the increase of attorney's fees for services. We are satisfied that
the incoming Committee and the Director of Institutes would welcome
suggestions from all of you concerning the subject matter for forthcoming Institutes.
Respectfully submitted,
The Committee on Institutes, Symposiums
And Seminars
JOHN W. THOms, Columbia, Chairman
W. H. ARNOLD, Greenville
WiaIAm H. DuNCAN, W. Columbia
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DAVID L. FREEMAN, Anderson
CHARLES H. GIBBES, Charleston
ANDREW A. MANNING, Spartanburg
T. K. McDoNALD, Winnsboro
W. J. MCLEOD, JR., Walterboro
W. H. NICHOLSON, Greenwood
MARION L. POWELL, Aiken
RAYMON SCHWARTZ, JR., Sumter
HUGO S. SIMs, JR., Orangeburg
PHILIP WILMETH, Hartsville
HOwELL WILSON, Lake City

The report of the Committee on Procedural and Law Reforms was given in the form of a panel discussion. Those
taking part on the panel were Frank K. Sloan of Columbia,
Chairman, S. Augustus Black of Columbia, Henry H. Edens
of Columbia, Frank H. Bailey of Charleston, A. D. Burgess
of Greenville, and Henry Busbee of Aiken.
Chairman Sloan introduced to the meeting a draft proposal
and informed the members that the purpose of the panel was
to lay before them a working tool and model for court reform
which the committee has prepared. This draft proposal is
based on the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure with the necessary modifications adapted to S. C. practice. The committee is
not asking the Bar Association to adopt this draft, but merely
give their approval for its use as a guide for the Judicial
Council to consider. Mr. Sloan thereupon proceeded to read
the report of the committee:
MR. SLOAN:
As indicated by this committee's report at the last annual meeting,
the committee has continued in the past year its efforts toward bringing
about modernization and improvement in the rules of civil procedure in
our State Courts.
During the year we have seen the passage by the General Assembly
of an Act making the Judicial Council a continuing permanent body.
This Act has provided an avenue by which the sentiments of the bar
can be made known to the Supreme Court and to the General Assembly;
and encourages your committee in the hope that its work over the
years will bear fruit in the form of modernized procedural rules and
other much-needed law reforms which a growing, changing state requires.
The interest and assistance of President Robinson, of the Executive
Committee, and of Dean Samuel L. Prince of the Law School, has been
of such importance in the work of the committee during the year that
we may accurately state that this is a report of the work accomplished
by many people and not merely the members of this committee.
The committee's first project of the year was to obtain completion
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by the University of South Carolina Law School of an 83-page Comparative Study of the Rules of Civil Procedure in United States District
Courts and in South Carolina Circuit Courts. Printing of this valuable
compilation was financed by the association's Executive Committee and
printed by the off-set method at the University. The economy of this
method enabled the Committee to furnish a copy of the Study to every
member of the association. Several hundred additional copies are available to be distributed to new members of the association as they join.
The work of the compilation was accomplished principally by Dean
Prince, Judge M. S. Whaley of the Law School faculty and Miss Sarah
Leverette, Librarian of the Law School, with editorial assistance and
recommendations from members of this committee.
The Comparative Study was received with considerable enthusiasm by
members of the association, and a number have advised that they found
it a useful tool in courtroom work, as it is the only handy collection of
all the State civil procedure statutes and rules under one cover. Principally, however, and this was the chief aim of the Study, it illustrates
graphically to the members of the Bar the confusion and complexity
of State statutes and rules as compared to the Federal rules. It also
quite interestingly proves that the similarities between the two procedures greatly exceed the differences.
Considerable time was spent in the number of meetings held by this
committee, together with the Committee on Seminars and with the Executive Committee, in setting up the fall quarterly meeting of the Association. It was devoted to a study of civil procedure and held at Columbia on November 9 and 10, 1956. The committee is indebted to and
expresses its appreciation for the hard work and assistance given by
the following members of the Bar in participating in the three panelseminar sessions and in acting as members of the panel: President
Robinson; Henry Busbee, Aiken; Charles Randall, University of South
Carolina Law School; Thomas H. Pope, Newberry; Robert McC. Figg,
Charleston; S. Augustus Black, Columbia; P. F. Henderson, Aiken;
J. Davis Kerr, Spartanburg; H. F. Burgess, Greenville; Judge Bruce
Littlejohn, Spartanburg; H. H. Edens, Columbia; Thomas Butler, Spartanburg; Frank B. Gary, Columbia; A. Barron Holmes, Charleston;
Frank H. Bailey, Charleston; Thomas Wyche, Greenville; Joseph L. Nettles, Columbia; Walton J. McLeod, Walterboro; Louis Shimel, Charleston; P. H. McEachin, Florence; Frank K. Sloan, Columbia; and J. D. E.
Meyer, Charleston. Special appreciation is due to John W. Thomas of
Columbia, Chairman of the Seminar Committee, and to Chief Justice
Taylor H. Stkes, who delivered the opening address at the session.
During the course of the two-day meeting, which was very well attended, this committee was furnished a broad view of the desires of the
bar on the question of new procedural rules, and benefited especially
from the informative comments made by the panel members, and from
the floor of the meeting.
In response to the clearly-expressed, and practically unanimous desire
of all present that steps be taken to modernize our civil procedure
along the lines of the Federal rules, and further in response to the request of the President and Executive Committee, this committee then
proceeded to the task of preparing a draft of proposed new rules to
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govern civil procedure in our State courts, in accordance with the
wishes expressed by the members of the bar, to be offered for consideration at the annual meeting in May, 1957.
In accordance with this instruction, your committee has prepared,
and submits herewith, a first draft of proposed new rules governing
civil procedure in the courts of this State. The committee invites your
attention to the fact that this draft represents its best understanding
of the desires of the members of the bar as expressed to it from time
to time over the past several years, and particularly from expressions
made in the past year, both at the bar association meetings and by
letters addressed to the committee members. The committee does not
pretend, nor intend, that this draft should be the final work on the
subject, but rather considers it to be a beginning which will enable this
association to prepare further drafts of rules to be recommended to the
Judicial Council, the Supreme Court and to the General Assembly. From
this proposed draft your committee trusts that useful results toward
modernization of our court procedure will be obtained. If so, the considerable amount of time spent by the members of the committee in this
work will be well rewarded.
In addition, your committee was requested by the Executive Committee
to prepare, and did prepare, certain proposed acts to be used by the
Executive Committee in its legislative program. The committee is particularly indebted to Mr. T. Reeve Sams of the State Legislative Council
for his assistance in the preparation of these draft bills.
The committee feels that the principal aims of its program for the
past year, as expressed in the 1956 annual report, to develop an informed
attitude and recommendation by the members of this association on the
subject of procedural reforms, have been accomplished. The committee
does not take the credit for this work. It was accomplished only because
of the very wide-spread interest in rules reforms which we have found
among all members of the Bar.
Being of the opinion that the members of this association are both
fully informed and prepared to make a recommendation that new rules
of civil procedure modeled after the Federal rules be adopted in this
State, your committee respectfully recommends to the association:
Resolved: (1) That this association favors and recommends to the
Supreme Court and to the Judicial Council of South Carolina the adoption or enactment of revised rules of civil procedure modeled after the
Federal Rules, but with such changes or modifications as will meet the
particular needs of our State.
(2) That this association present to the Supreme Court and to the
Judicial Council of South Carolina the draft proposal of Rules, to be
utilized by them as a basis for further study of rules of civil procedure.
Respectfully submitted,
FRANK K. SLOAN, Clairman.
FRANK H. BAILEY
A. F. BURGESS
HENRY BUSBED
H. H. EDENS
Committee on Proceduraland
Law Reform.
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The panel thereupon proceeded to go over the draft pro-

posal and explain the major highlights of it to the Association.
After some discussion on the draft Mr. Bailey presented to the
members the committee report and the resolutions contained
therein. Such resolutions were adopted unanimously by the
convention.

The business meeting recessed for luncheon at the Poinsett
Hotel at which the Honorable David Maxwell of Philadelphia,
President of the American Bar Association, delivered an address. Mr. Maxwell was introduced by T. Frank Watkins of

Anderson, past president of the S. C. Bar Association.
Friday Afternoon

John M. Scott of Florence, Executive Committeeman presiding, introduced S. Augustus Black of Columbia who read a

copy of the Interprofessional Medical Code:
MR.BLACK:
INTERPROFESSIONAL CODE
A.

PREAMBLE

RECOGNIZING that in the course of human events the professional
activities of the members of the Medical and Legal professions become
at times closely inter-related and RECOGNIZING that consideration of
the ethical code of each profession and courteous treatment of the individuals comprising those professions contribute to equitable and prompt
discharge of the obligation to client and patient, WE, the members of
THE SOUTH CAROLINA BAR ASSOCIATION and of THE SOUTH
CAROLINA MEDICAL ASSOCIATION do hereby adopt the following
inter-professional code with the view of promoting cooperation and maintaining a harmonious and efficient relationship between the two professions and in the interests of society at large.
B. MEDIcAL REPORTS REQUESTED By ATTORNEYS
1. It is recognized that a physician is not required to give medical
information concerning a patient except upon proper authority.
2. When requesting such reports, the attorney should clearly specify
the information desired, indicating whether or not it is to embody
opinions regarding diagnosis, prognosis and disability evaluations.
3. Upon receipt of such request and authority, the physician should
recognize its importance in furthering the ends of justice and
furnish said report promptly and comprehensively.
4. It is not always possible for the physician to prepare a medical
report on short notice, especially if it requires the complete examination of an unfamiliar patient or the perusal of any works of
reference. The allowance of adequate time therefor permits the
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physician to arrange for and to provide a more comprehensive
and satisfactory report.
C. MEDICAL TESTo0NY
1. The attorney and physician should confer prior to the physician
being called to testify by said attorney in any legal proceedings,
unless it is mutually agreed that such conference is unnecessary.
2. Such conference should be held at a time and place mutually
convenient to the parties, and at which time the attorney and
physician should fully disclose the matters concerning which the
witness is to be interrogated and the testimony that will be given.
3. If an attorney plans to have a subpoena served on a physician
he should so notify him promptly, preferably in advance of
service where circumstances permit.
4. Under no circumstances should an attorney seek or attempt to
have the physician color or distort his expert testimony.
5. It is recognized that the administration of justice by the courts
cannot depend upon the convenience of litigants, attorneys or
witnesses, including physicians called to testify. Therefore:
(a) The attorney should notify the physician as far in advance
as possible as to when he is to be needed to testify, and keep
him notified a nd advised as to any changes in this respect as
they arise.
(b) The Physician. should arrange to appear promptly when requested and do so unless prevented by circumstances which
would constitute legal excuse.
(c) The physician should bear in mind that he has a duty to his
patient which often times requires his appearance as a witness in litigated matters, otherwise the claim and rights of
the patient may be prejudiced.
6. The physician, while testifying should:
(a) Answer questions as concisely and objectively as possible,
using terminology, when permissible, which is understandable to a jury of laymen.
(b) If he does not know the answer to any question, so state and
make no attempt to conjecture or theorize, or give answers
not responsive to questions propounded or volunteer testimony;
(c) Under no circumstances permit any bias, prejudice, favoritism or personal interest to influence his testimony.
'7. The attorney, in examining or cross-examining a physician,
should:
(a) Avoid questions which unwarrantedly browbeat or badger
the physician. A physician who feels that an attorney is
improperly and unfairly conducting his examination may
address the Court and inquire if he is required to submit to
such treatment.
(b) Prepare and propound all questions to the witness in such
form and manner as will permit clear understanding and a
forthright answer.
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Cooperate with the physician by minimizing, as far as practicable, the time required for the physician to remain in
court.

D. COMPENSATION FOR SERVICES OF PHYSICIANS IN LITIGATION MATTERS
1. A physician is entitled to reasonable compensation for professional services rendered. The physician is within his rights in
requiring that satisfactory arrangements be made for the payment of reasonable compensation, for his services in furnishing
any reports, attending conferences, performing examinations or
rendering other professional services when requested by an attorney; but this right may be waived by the physician when, in
his judgment, the person involved is unable to make payment.
2. In making settlements of personal injury claims and litigation,
attorneys should take cognizance of the interest of physicians in
the case.
E. INTERPROFESSIONAL COURTESY AND TOLERANCE
It is recognized that both legal and medical professions are essential
to society. This necessitates at all times full understanding and cooperation. Each has the duty to develop an enlightened and tolerant understanding of the other in the best interests of the public, as well as the
reputations of the two professions.

Mr. Black moved for the adoption of this code. The South
Carolina Medical Association had adopted it in the annual
meeting this year. The code was so adopted.
N. Heyward Clarkson of Columbia read the Interprofessional Code, Real Estate, which code is similar to the one
adopted by the American Bar Association and the National
Real Estate Board.
MR. CLARKSON:
Your Executive Committee appointed the undersigned as a committee
to confer with a committee from the South Carolina Association of
Real Estate Boards on the overlapping problems of real estate brokers
and lawyers.
Pursuant to such appointment, conferences were held between available members of the two committees for the purpose of agreeing upon
and recommending to both Associations a statement of principles to
govern the conduct or relationship between lawyers and realtors in
transactions in which they are mutually interested. As a result, a proposed set of principles was formulated and distributed to all members
of both committees, a copy of which is hereto attached and incorporated
as a part of this report.
Your committee feels that the proposed principles should be adopted
as they would tend to avoid conflict and disagreement between lawyers
and realtors, and would promote good will between them and the general public. A majority of the committee of the South Carolina Association of Real Estate Boards have expressed approval of the principles,
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but some members of this committee indicated a desire to take the matter up with their Association which meets in August of this year.
It is the recommendation of your committee that the Executive Committee be authorized to approve the proposed principles and to adopt
them on behalf of the South Carolina Bar Association, if the same
should be adopted by the South Carolina Association of Real Estate
Boards at its August meeting. It is further recommended that this
committee be continued for such additional work as may be deemed advisable until appropriate action by the Executive Committee.
Respectfully submitted,
Committee on Real Estate
N. HEYWARD CLARKSON, JR., Chairman

HoRAcE L. BoAR
MALCOLAM C. WOODS, JR.
RESOLVED that the following principles shall govern the actions
and relationship between Lawyers and Realtors in transactions in which
they are mutually interested:
ARTICLE I.

1. The Realtor shall not practice law or give legal advice directly or
indirectly; he shall not draw deeds or mortgages, nor give advice or
opinions as to the legal effect of legal instruments, nor give opinions
concerning the validity of title to real estate, and he shall not prevent
or discourage any party to a real estate transaction from employing the
services of a lawyer of the party's choice.
2. The Realtor shall not undertake to draw or prepare documents
fixing and defining the legal rights of parties to a transaction. However, when acting as broker, a Realtor may use an earnest money contract form for the protection of either party against unreasonable withdrawal from the transaction, provided that such earnest money contract
form, as well as any other standard legal forms used by the broker in
transacting such business, shall first have been approved and promulgated for such use by the Bar Association and the Real Estate Board
in the locality where the forms are to be used, or the forms shall have
been prepared for the Realtor by an attorney in good standing.
3. The Realtor shall not participate in the Lawyer's fees.
ARTICLE II.

1. No Lawyer in rendering professional service should for any reason
other than in the interest of, or for the protection of, his client express
an opinion discouraging the consummation of a real estate transaction,
where the parties have been brought together by the real estate broker.
2. The Lawyer shall not participate in the Realtor's commissions.
3. A Lawyer who engages in business activities ordinarily undertaken
by a Realtor shall qualify for such activities by obtaining Real Estate
License from the State of South Carolina in cases where such license
is applicable, under the Real Estate License Act, when his business
activities are such that qualification would be required if he were not a
lawyer.
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ARTICLE III.
1. A State Conference of Realtors and Lawyers shall be established
to consist of five (5) Realtors appointed by the President of the State
Association of Real Estate Boards, and five (5) Lawyers, members of
the State Bar Association, to be appointed by the President of the State
Bar Association.
2. The State Conference shall seek to have the two Associations:
(a) Engage in common effort to simplify laws and procedure governing real estate transactions and to reduce the cost thereof;
(b) Eliminate detrimental practices arising in connection with the
taking of expert testimony of the valuation in litigations involving the value of real property;
(c) Maintain a constant exchange of information concerning any
practices on the part of their members which may be detrimental to the public or to the members of either Association.
3. The State Conference may consider any controversies referred to it
between Realtors and Lawyers and shall seek to settle and dispose of
same.
4. The State Conference, in line with the principles herein stated,
shall from time to time issue such further statements of principle as
may be agreed upon which are deemed in the public interest and in the
interests of Realtors and Lawyers, and which are approved by the Executive Committee of the State Bar Association, and the Executive Committee of the State Association of Real Estate Boards.
5. The State Conference, in the public interest and for the purpose
of implementing and making effective the carrying out of the principles
herein stated and which may hereafter be promulgated and the amicable
and cooperative solution of disputes or misunderstandings in relation
thereto, shall seek to be of assistance in an advisory capacity to state
and local bar associations and real estate boards.

After discussion of the code by Douglas McKay, Sr. of
Columbia and the Honorable Justice Oxner, the code was
directed to be submitted to the Executive Committee for their
adoption if such code is adopted by the South Carolina Real
Estate Board in August at their annual meeting.
The Interprofessional Code, Trust and Executors was
presented by Wesley M. Walker of Greenville. This code also
is identical to the code which has been adopted by the American Bar Association and the American Bankers Association.

MR. WALKER:
INTERPROFESSIONAL CODE
FoREwoRD
Trust institutions are corporations engaged in the business of administering estates and trusts and in other trust activities, and acting as
agents in all appropriate cases. Legal services are required in connection
with many phases of trust business. Trust institutions are not authorized to engage in the practice of law. For the protection of the public
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and in aid of the administration of justice, the practice of law has,
by the courts and legislatures, been delegated and restricted to attorneys at law, members of the bar. Attorneys at law constitute a professional group that performs essential legal functions in the conduct of
trust business, and have a community of interest with trust institutions
in the common aim of service to the public.
DECLARATION OF POLICIES
It is in the interest of the public that proper principles, with respect
to functions of trust institutions in relation to the practice of law and
to functions of attorneys at law with relation to trust business, be set
forth and agreed upon by trust institutions and members of the bar
to guide trust institutions and attorneys at law alike in their important
relationships in this public service and as a basis for agreements between
trust institutions and groups or associations of attorneys at law. Therefore, to that end, the following declaration of policies is recommended
by the Special Committee on Administration of Estates and Trusts to
the South Carolina Bar Association. The same recommendation is being
made by a special committee of the Trust Division of the South Carolina Bankers' Association.
I. Trust institutions should neither perform services which constitute
the practice of law, nor otherwise engage in such practice; therefore,
they should not draw wills or other legal documents or perform services
in the administration of estates and trusts where such acts by law or
local procedure are considered the practice of law.
II. The development of trust business by a trust institution should be
on the basis of assistance to the customer in the use of the institution's
trust services and facilities as related to his business or financial mat-

ters.
In all legal questions which may arise in the development of trust
business, the trust institution should advise the customer to confer with
his own lawyer or a lawyer of his own choosing.
III. The trust institution should respect and not interfere with the
professional relationship existing between an attorney and his client, and
an attorney should respect and not interfere with the business relationship existing between a trust institution and its customer. It is recognized, however, that in all cases the interest of the client is paramount.
An attorney at law must reserve the right to advise his client with respect to the choice of a fiduciary. The attorney should not seek to displace the institution of the client's choice by inducing the appointment
of some other institution or individual unless the attorney believes the
client's affairs demand services peculiar to some particular institution or
individual, or where the attorney believes that the true interest of the
client will suffer if such substitution is not made.
If the trust institution is requested by its customer to recommend
counsel, any counsel so recommended should be in a position to advise
the customer disinterestedly, and it is preferable that the trust institution, when making such recommendations of counsel to its customer,
submit, without recommending one above another, the names of several
attorneys in whom it has confidence, leaving the choice of the selection
to the customer.
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IV. A trust institution, qualified and authorized by law as a legitimate
business enterprise, has an inherent right to advertise its trust services
in appropriate ways. It should not, directly or indirectly, offer to give
legal advice or render legal services, and there should be no invitation
to the public, either direct or by inference in such advertisement to
bring their legal problems to the trust institution. Its advertisement
should be dignified and the qualifications of the institution should not be
overstated or overemphasized, and it should not be implied in any advertisement that the services of a lawyer are only secondary or ministerial, or that by the employment of the services of the trust institution, the employment of counsel to advise the customer is unnecessary.
V. In the employment of counsel, the trust institution should endeavor,
in the absence of compelling reasons to the contrary, to engage the
attorney who drew the instrument, or who represented the testator or
donor, to perform any legal work required in the course of trust or estate
administration.
The Special Committee on Administration of Estates and Trusts further recommends to state and local bar and trust organizations the creation of joint conference committees composed equally of representatives of the trust institutions and the bar associations, for the purpose
of implementing and making effective the carrying out of these principles and the amicable and cooperative solution of disputes or misunderstandings in relation thereto.
Respectfully submitted,
WES= M. WALKER, Chairman
BUIST RIVERS

N. A. TURNER
Special Committee on Administration
of Estates and Trusts of the South
Carolina Bar Association.

After some discussion of this code by Arthur Rittenburg
of Charleston and Beverly Herbert of Columbia, the code
was adopted by the Association unanimously.
The Chair introduced J. Means McFadden of Columbia,
Chairman of the Committee on the Law School, who gave the
following report:
MR. McFADDEN:
This Committee's report in 1956 dealt principally with two subjects:
first, the results of the Law School Admission Tests as given by the
Educational Testing Service of Princeton, New Jersey, and as observed
in the Law School of the University of South Carolina; and, second, the
preparation of future law students for the study of law, coupling therewith the study of the need for a council on legal education.
Further experience with the results and predictions of the Law School
Admission Test has established that, with very few exceptions, those
candidates for admission who score less than 350 on such tests do unsatisfactory work in the Law School.
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The records of the Law School show that 19Y2 per cent of its students
had academic standings averaging a grade of "C"; and, with the exception of two students, that entire group is either doing unsatisfactory
work or else have failed in their studies and quit the school.
This indicates that, in the future, a candidate for admission to the
Law School who has no higher than a "C" average in his academic
work, and scores no higher than 350 on his Law School Admission Test,
should not be admitted, in fairness to him individually and to the legal
profession and the public generally.
The Law School is no longer giving a full semester's work in the
summer, but is conducting, in place thereof, a summer school for a
period of eight weeks, during which a student may complete one-half
of a semester's work. This is proving to be a very satisfactory change.
The Law School is fully conscious of the necessity for its adjusting
its curriculum, from time to time, to meet the changing needs of the
profession; and, to that end, during the last seven years, it has added
courses covering Income and Gift Taxes, Estate and Inheritance Taxes,
Estate Planning, Civil Procedure, Federal Civil Practice, Labor Law,
Administrative Procedure, Trade Regulation, Office Practice, Legal
Writing, Brief Writing, Criminal Procedure and Jurisprudence, and
Ethics and Professional Standards. At present, the administration of
the Law School would like a comprehensive survey for its guidance in
determining to what extent, and in what fields of practice, its curriculum
should be broadened further-to determine, for example, whether or not
courses in corporate finance, blue-sky laws, workmen's compensation,
social security laws, and legislative drafting, among others, should be
added. It is recognized that, as a practical matter, it is impossible to
offer separate courses in every field of law that exists; but, at the
same time, the Law School aspires to afford as broad a foundation as
circumstances permit upon which its students may build their future
practices.
The Law School has achieved an excellent reputation, and is growing
in national recognition. At present, there is a need for the means
whereby special lecture series, symposiums, and other such advantages
may be afforded both the law students and the legal profession of this
State and whereby visiting professors, to teach special courses, may
be brought to the faculty from time to time. Such a program would
greatly enhance the reputation of the Law School and make it more
attractive to prospective law students. Its desirability is recognized,
but present budgetary limitations do not permit such a program to any
substantial degree.
In furtherance of the plan to promote sound and constructive pre-legal
study and preparation, meetings sponsored by the Law School, were held
at the University on November 13, 1956, and on March 2nd 1957. The
groundwork was first laid for the meeting this past March, and we are
confident that these meetings will prove most beneficial and helpful to
the advancement and betterment of legal education. The March meeting
dealt with pre-medical training as well as pre-legal training, and each
profession contributed something of value to the other. Professor Malcolm D. Talbott, of the law faculty of Rutgers University, who is Chairman of the Committee on Pre-Legal Education of the Association of
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American Law Schools, and Dr. Dean F. Smiley, Secretary of the Association of American Medical Colleges, led in the discussion. There were
more than sixty present, representing lawyers, doctors, guidance counselors, both in high schools and in colleges, law and medical professors,
and school administrators.
The most pronounced conclusion reached at this meeting was that the
pre-legal student needs a broad and thorough cultural base, with particular emphasis upon reading, writing, speaking and understanding
English, upon which to successfully build his professional study and later
his practice.
Your committee feels certain that you will be pleased to hear that,
at the present time, the demand for law graduates exceeds the supply.
In conclusion, we are happy to report that in the national competition
in brief writing and in oral argument, held in New York this past
December, the team of the University Law School was among the top
eight in America and one of the top two in the Southeast.
From every viewpoint, we feel that the University Law School is one
of which we may be justifiably proud.
Respectfully submitted,
Committee on the Law School
J. MEANS McFADDEN, Chairman
THOMAS A. BABB
ISADORE BOGOSLOW
G. WERBER BRYAN
T. B. BRYANT, JR.
J. FRED BUZHARDT, JR.
H. HAYNE CRUm
JOHN A. HENRY
W. B. NORTON, JR.
EDWARD K. PRITCHARD
JOHN M. SPRATT
J. A. SPRUILL
ROBERT E. VANDIVER
RUFUS M. WARD

Clint T. Graydon of Columbia gave the report of the Committee on Unauthorized Practice.
MR. GRAYDON:
Your committee on the unauthorized practice of law hereby makes
the following report and recommendations.
Your committee has had several complaints this year about people
who are practicing law without proper authority, and we have made
an investigation of each case submitted, but have not reached a final
conclusion except as to one matter. It is the opinion of your committee
that a new committee should be appointed for the ensuing year of young
men who can give the time, attention and energy to ferreting out these
situations which we think should be investigated, and appropriate action
taken.
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1. There was reported to your committee a man, who is not a lawyer,
and who represents certain industrial plants in labor relations, social
security benefits and other such matters. Your committee had several
meetings and finally determined that the activity of this person was in
violation of law and constituted the practice of law. Your committee
advised the office of the Attorney General to bring appropriate action
to cause this person to desist from his unlawful practice. The Attorney
General took the matter up with the person and we feel has, in a large
measure, corrected the illegal practice in this particular field. The
Attorney General is keeping this matter well under scrutiny and will
take appropriate action if and when the same is necessary.
2. Your committee received a report about title guaranty companies
but on account of time the committee did not have the opportunity to
make a full and thorough investigation of this complaint. From the
casual investigation made your committee feels that the investigation
should be continued and some report made.
3. There was a complaint filed with your committee about the operation of certain Building and Loan and Savings and Loan Associations.
It developed that fees were being charged by the associations under
various names which were in fact, at least in part, attorney's fees. We
took the matter up with the various associations and some steps were
taken to rectify the situation but your committee feels very strongly
that all attorney's fees collected by these associations should be paid to
the attorneys, and no part of the same should be retained to the benefit
of the associations. This is a matter which will require much detail
work to get a proper report of facts and figures and we strongly advise
that a special committee, if necessary, be authorized to deal with this
situation as would be best for the profession.
4. We had a few other complaints which upon investigation were
found by us to be either minor in character or not substantiated by the
facts disclosed.
We feel that the work of this committee is essential and important,
and cannot properly be performed without some fund to assist the committee in making these technical and sometimes exhaustive investigations. We have not attempted to name any of those reported because
your committee feels that to set forth the names might be improper and
unfair under the circumstances.
All of which is respectfully submitted,
C. T. GRAYDON, ChairMan,Columbia, S. C.
W. S. HOPE, Charleston, S. C.

W. H. BLACxwELL, Florence, S. C.
MARSHALL B. WILIAmS, Orangeburg, S. C.
THOMAS H. HOWELL, Walterboro, S. C.

Committee on Unauthorized Practice

of Law

At the end of this report, Thomas H. Pope of Newberry
moved that the Association go on record as favoring the following up of this report and allowing the executive committee
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to make funds available to the Committee on Unauthorized
Practice to carry on their work as the committee deems necessary. This motion was carried by unanimous vote.
Frank B. Gary of Columbia gave his report as Representative to the House of Delegates of the American Bar Association.
MR. GARY:
As your representative, I attended meetings of the House of Delegates
in Dallas, Texas, which was held in conjunction with the annual meeting of the American Bar Association, and in Chicago, which was the
midyear meeting of the House of Delegates.
As most of you know, the governing body of the American Bar Association is divided into two units; one being the Board of Governors,
composed of ten members, and the other, the House of Delegates numbering more than two hundred. Members of the Board of Governors
are elected by the House of Delegates from areas which are largely
co-extensive with the Federal Judicial Circuits. In our area, in addition to those states composing the Fourth Circuit, the District of Columbia is also included. The House of Delegates is composed of 52
state delegates, one being from each state and territory represented,
who are elected by the members of the American Bar Association from
their respective states or territories; Bar Association delegates representing various state, territory and city bar associations; and certain
delegates who represent the Assembly and various sections of the
American Bar Association.
Many matters come before the House of Delegates at its semi-annual
meetings and in the remainder of this report, I shall call your attention
to some which should be of particular interest to you, as members of
the South Carolina Bar Association.
At its meeting in Dallas the House took the following action:
It adopted a resolution urging the President of the United States to
nominate for appointment to Judicial office the best qualified lawyers
or judges available without regard to their political affiliations.
It adopted a resolution directing that the committee on legal aid
work encourage the establishment of organized Legal Aid Service among
state and local bar associations.
It adopted a recommendation that Section 2410 of Title 28, U. S. C.,
which pertains to actions affecting property on which the United States
has a lien, in two particulars; one being the elimination of the one year
redemption by the United States of real estate sold to satisfy a lien
prior to the United States lien; and the other being to provide that a
non-judicial sale shall have the same effect as a judicial sale and prescribing certain conditions such as notice to the government on such
sales.
With regard to taxation it adopted thirty legislative amendments
to the Internal Revenue Code submitted by the section on taxation and
urging their adoption by Congress. Among those adopted were recommendations asking Congress to amend the Internal Revenue Code: (1)
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to provide a spread in the case of uncompleted employment; (2) to permit the deductibility of contributions paid into a private disability benefit
plan; (3) to offset gains and losses in transactions between related persons; (4) to allow a deduction from the decedent's estate for amounts
payable under a divorce settlement; (5) affecting the gross income of a
partner; (6) affecting the close of the taxable year of a partnership
with respect to a deceased partner; (7) affecting the termination of a
partnership upon the sale of an interest of 50% or more or upon the
death or retirement of one member of a two man partnership, and many
other changes too numerous to list in this report.
It received a report of the Board of Governors which included, among
other things, the election of Mr. Joseph Stecher, long time Secretary, as
full time executive director of the association.
It adopted for recommendation the Uniform Securities Act, the Uniform Gifts to Minors Act and amendments to the Uniform Arbitration
Act as presented by the National Conference of Commissioners on Uniform State Laws.
It was at the Dallas meeting that the House of Delegates elected
Douglas McKay, Esquire, of Columbia, as a member of the Board of
Governors for a three-year term ending in 1959.
At its mid-year meeting in Chicago, the House of Delegates supported
a recommendation of the committee on Federal Judiciary and concurred
in by the committee on judicial selection, tenure and compensation urging enactment of house bills (HR-110, 3369, 3813, 3814 and 3818), (1)
to permit the President to nominate temporary judges whenever a
jurist, eligible to retire but failing to do so, is found unable to perform
his duties due to mental or physical disability; (2) to require Circuit and
District Court Chief Judges to relinquish administrative duties at age 70;
(3) to authorize appointment of 37 new district and circuit judges to relieve the present congestion in Federal Courts; (4) to place retired
judges willing and able to undertake special judiciary assignments on a
"senior judge" roster; (5) to raise out-of-pocket allowances for judges
from $15.00 to $25.00 per day.
It voted to request the conference of commissioners on Uniform State
Laws to draft a model public defender's act for the guidance of the
States.
It favored amending the U. S. Code to require that civil suits against
corporations be filed in the Federal Court District in which the cause
of action arises or the plaintiff resides, if the defendant company
can be served there. The idea is to cut down on the number of suits
in metropolitan centers and help relieve Court congestion.
In oral reports by President David F. Maxwell of the ABA and
President Dwight A. Murray of the American Medical Association, the
11ouse was informed of joint cooperation between the two national professional groups in four areas: (1) distribution and use of the film
"The Medical Witness"; (2) encouragement of inter-professional codes
of conduct in the states and local communities; (3) joint study of narcotics. addiction and control; and (4) the Jenkins-Keogh amendment of
the Federal Income Tax Law.
It heard, but did not act upon, a report recommending changes in
the Constitution of the association that would provide more propor-
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tional representation of state and local bars in the House and increase
the membership from the present 238 to 260.
It approved the plan recommended by the Board of Governors, authorizing the reduced American Bar Association membership dues to members of local bar associations of 50 or more members all of whom joined
the American Bar Association. The ABA dues under the unit membership plan would be $3.50 annually for lawyers admitted to practice two
years, $7.00 for those in practice two to five years, and $14.00 for senior
lawyers.
The House tabled, after some debate, a report of the section of international and comparative law which opposed the latest version of the
Bricker amendment in Congress.
It favored removing present limitations on fees of lawyers practicing
before some Federal administrative agencies and directed the administrative law section to draft appropriate legislation.
The foregoing represents only a small portion of the matters handled
at the two meetings of the House of Delegates during the past year.
Once again, I would like to emphasize the fact that the American Bar
Association is eager to have every state and local bar association participate in its affairs and offers a warm welcome to every member of
the South Carolina Bar Association who would like to become a member.

The Chair introduced Irvine Belser, Jr. of Columbia, Editorin-Chief of the News Bulletin, who gave his report.
MR. BELSER:
The editor and staff of the News Bulletin of the South Carolina Bar
Association respectfully submit the following report of their activities
during the 1956-1957 Bar Association year:
During the 1956-1957 year the News Bulletin was continued on very
much the same basis as during the previous year. It was published
under the general supervision of the Chairman of the Committee on
Public Information, Mr. R. Beverly Herbert, Jr., of Columbia, by an
editor and staff centralized in Columbia for administrative convenience.
With one exception, the staff was the same as during the previous year.
The 1956-1957 staff was as follows:
Editor
Irvine F. Belser, Jr.
Law School news
Dean Samuel L. Prince
Local bar activities
Gene V. Pruet
Judiciary and general news
J. Reese Daniel
Committee activities
William F. Prioleau, Jr.
Institutes and conferences
William H. Duncan
Business and advertising
Allan E. Fulmer
It was the aim of the editor and staff of the News Bulletin to keep
the Bar Association informed as to the Association's annual convention,
quarterly meetings and institutes, the Law School of the University of
South Carolina, noteworthy projects and activities of local bar associations, and other news of general interest to the legal profession. No
effort was made to manufacture news or to fill up an expanded Bulletin
with news of doubtful interest. The editor and staff-had no desire to
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turn the Bulletin into a gossip column of personal news, nor to compete
with daily newspapers in publishing news of general lay interest, nor to
invade the province of the Law Quarterly in publishing legal articles of
lengthy or scholarly nature.
Only three issues were published during the course of the year. The
October issue was largely devoted to the organization of the State Bar
Association and of the various local bar associations in the State. The
February issue was intended to catch up on the publication of general
Bar Association news and included an unusually good photograph of the
President, Executive Committee, and Circuit Vice-Presidents of the
Bar Association. The April issue was largely devoted to news of the
annual State convention held in Greenville on May 2, 3 and 4. The issue
which would normally have been printed in November was omitted in
order to give the professional public relations counsel employed by the
Bar Association during the past year a chance to handle publicity concerning the December quarterly institute through regular news media.
The principal innovation in the publication of the Newe Bulletin occurring during the past year was the acceptance of a number of advertisements from commercial concerns. In accordance with the policy decision of the Executive Committee, two such advertisements were accepted for the February issue and one for the April issue. In keeping
with the desires of the Executive Committee, only advertisements of a
dignified nature, providing information of value and benefit to the
legal profession were accepted. No effort was made to solicit advertising, but from all indications it would appear to be an easy matter to
obtain as many advertisements from legal publishers, title companies,
banks, and similar concerns as the editor and staff would desire to publish. With little or no effort a sufficient number of advertisements can
probably be secured to pay most or all of the costs of publication of the
Bulletin.
All expenses of publication of the Bulletin were paid directly by the
Treasurer of the Bar Association out of general Association funds.
The editor and staff are happy to be able to report that they succeeded
in staying well within the $500.00 budget allowed by the Executive
Committee. The total expenses for publication of the Bulletin during the
year amounted to $333.47. Receipts from advertisements, amounting to
$105.00, reduced the net cost to the Association to $228.47-less than
half of the allocated budget. A detailed financial statement is attached
as a part of this report. (In connection with the financial statement
it should be noted that the present financial statement is made upon an
accrual basis and reflects receipts and expenditures accrued during the
course of the Bar Association year. The report of the Treasurer, reflecting slightly different figures, is made upon a cash basis and reflects actual receipts and expenditures made during the course of the
Bar Association year and therefore includes a number of receipts and
expenditures attributable to the previous year, although paid within
the 1956-1957 year, and does not include expenditures accrued during
the 1956-1957 year but not as yet paid.)
During the past year approximately 1,800 copies of each issue were
printed. The average mailing list was approximately 1,600. Copies of
the Bulletin were mailed to all members of the South Carolina Bar As-
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sociation, to all non-member lawyers and judges whose names and addresses were known to the Secretary of the Association, and also to an
increasingly large number of bar associations, law libraries, and similar
agencies throughout the country. The remaining copies of each issue
have been preserved for special requests, historical record, and to fill
future requests.
The editor and staff feel that the News Bulletin has now been in
existence long enough to have established its value and worth to the
Bar Association. The editor and staff hope that it will be continued in
the future on substantially the same basis as it has been in the past:
to help bring the members of the legal profession and judiciary in the
State into closer relationship with each other and to help the Bar Association play the more meaningful role in the lives of the lawyers and
judges of the State which it should play.
FINANCIAL STATEMENT
SOUTH CAROLINA BAR ASSOCIATION NEWS BULLETIN
1956-1957
Expenses:
Printing
October issue
February issue
April issue

$ 66.95
73.82
77.25

$218.02

$218.02

Addressing and Mailing
The Letter Shop (addressing):
October issue
February issue
April issue

$ 14.85
15.00
15.60

$ 45.45

Postmter (mailing):
October issue
February issue
April issue
Bulk mailing permit

. 20.00
25.00
15.00
10.00

$ 70.00
$115.45
$333.47

TOTAL EXPENSES

Receipts:
Accounts receivable (for advertisements)
Lawyers Abstract Co.
R. L. Bryan Co.
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$105.00
$228.47

Nnr ExPENSE

IRVINE F. BELSER, JR., Editor
DEAN SAMUEL L. PRINCE
GENE V. PRUET
J. REESE DANIEL
WILLIAM F. PRIOLAU, JR.

WILLIAM H. DUNCAN
ALLAN E. FULMER
Associate Editors

The report of the Committee of Public Information was
presented by the Chairman, R. B. Herbert, Jr. of Columbia.
MR. HERBERT:
Your Public Information Committee has tried to bear in mind the
four (4) main objectives which were adopted by the Committee several
years ago. First, is to inform the Association members and encourage
their active participation in Association work. Second, is to interest
non-member lawyers in the work of the Association. Third, is to educate
the public about our judicial system and Fourth, is to foster a good
opinion of our profession in the minds of the public.
As in years past, the Committee has found the members of the Association ever ready to help with the Committee's program and the result
has been that the Committee is deeply indebted to many non-committee
members for their work in the past year.
The Association's publication - News Bulletin - is now three
(3) years old and well established in its own right. For the second
successive year, Mr. Irvine F. Belser, Jr. has been the editor and will
make a separate report of this activity. The News Bulletin continues as the principal means by which the Committee seeks to fulfill
the first and second points of the Committee's policy because it is
mailed to every lawyer in the State and we trust its reporting of
Association activities is welcomed by all recipients.
The Third and Fourth points of the Committee's policy (being education of the public and fostering good will) have been approached in the
past year principally through efforts to organize and activate a Speaker's Bureau. Mr. Julius W. McKay with the assistance of Mr. Manning
Harris, about whom more in a moment, has brought visions of the goal
to the point of reality. Mr. McKay has received firm commitments from
twenty of the twenty-three Association members that he approached
to become participants in this work. The three who reluctantly had to
decline all had valid reasons preventing their participation. Again the
Public Information Committee is indebted to non-committee members
for the success of its program.
The function of the Speaker's Bureau will be to make available to
civic organizations, high school and college classes and many other
groups desiring speakers, a variety of topics with qualified speakers
to present them. Mr. McKay, through our President, Mr. David W.
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Robinson, has acquired outlines of a number of subjects of current
interest which will be available to Bureau members for help in preparing their talks. At our convention a year from now we hope to
report that the service of this Bureau has been widely sought and I am
sure that our speakers will do an excellent job of representing our
Association to all groups before which they appear. The members of the
Speaker's Bureau are as follows: Barney Dusenbury, Marshall Mays,
S. S. Tison, Jr., Hugo Sims, Louis Rosen, William Wilson, John C. West,
Henry B. Richardson, John Wilson, Mike Jolly, Dorcey Lybrand, G. G.
Dowling, Brantley Harvey, Jr., Gene McCaskill, D. W. Green, Julian
Ness, John Lumpkin, Eli Walker, Albert Watson, and Francis Jones.
I have already mentioned Mr. Manning Harris in connection with
the Speaker's Bureau. With the approval of the Executive Committee
last year, the Public Information Committee retained the services of
Mr. Harris as Director of Public Relations for the Association. He
did extensive work for the Association's Fall Quarterly Institute at
which the Symposium was held on the Comparative Study of Federal
and State Rules. He prepared radio and T. V. appearances of the principals of the Symposium, arranged for the taking of photographs, and
issued press releases which we feel gave the Association excellent
coverage of this meeting.
Recognizing the importance of news presentation of matters affecting
our profession, your committee through Mr. Harris arranged to have
220 copies of the Canons of Professional Ethics distributed to the information media throughout the state. This distribution was made
following formal adoption of the Canons at our convention last year
and the promulgation of these Canons by our Supreme Court shortly
thereafter. We hope that this distribution will provide our state new
services with a better basis for understanding the lawyers' proper place
in the news.
Mr. Harris in addition prepared news releases on a variety of other
topics ranging from meetings of the Executive Committee to the attendance of Association members at the mid-winter meetings of the
American Bar Association. He prepared publicity for our present
convention and also coverage of these proceedings. Mr. Harris has furnished your committee with a more complete report of his activities
which will be delivered to the Executive Committee with the within
report.
Additional preliminary or exploratory work has been done by your
Committee in reviewing various projects of other state bar associations
and considering which of them might be undertaken by our Association.
Your Committee Chairman has greatly benefited by being located in the
same city as our President and has received much assistance from Mr.
Robinson which is gratefully acknowledged.
Respectfully submitted,
R. B. HERBERT, JR., Chairman,
Public Information Committee

Frank B. Gary of Columbia introduced the motion that
the executive committee be authorized in their discretion to
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approve any group insurance. This motion was seconded and
passed unanimously.
Friday Evening
The members and their guests were entertained at a reception given by the Lawyers Title Insurance Corporation
and the Lawyers Abstract Company, followed by dancing and
a breakfast given in honor of the Judiciary by the Greenville
Bar.
Saturday Morning

President David W. Robinson of Columbia, presiding, introduced Thomas H. Pope of Newberry, Chairman of the Select
Committee on Judicial Administration, who made the following report:
MR. POPE:
The Select Committee on Judicial Administration continued its activities during the past year. Working closely with the Executive Committee, representatives appeared before the Judiciary Committees of both
Senate and House of Representatives in the interest of certain legislation.
More extended treatment will be accorded this legislation in the
Report of the Executive Committee. A summary of the legislation
follows:
1. The General Assembly increased judicial salaries from $12,500.00
to $14,000.00 per year.
2. A stringent anti-barratry statute was enacted.
3. Social Security was extended to cover members of the Judiciary.
4. A permanent Judicial Council was established.
Your Committee feels that this Select Committee should be discontinued in view of the scope of the duties of the Judicial Council and
the fact that the Executive Committee can best present the viewpoint
of the South Carolina Bar Association to the Council and the appropriate legislative committees.
Respectfully submitted,
THOI.tAS H. PoPE, Ch'rn.n
DAVmD W. RoPmsoiN
RICHARD A. PALMEfR

C. GRAWLfl WYoA13
DouGLAs McKAY
W. J. McLEOD
HUGER SINLEa
G. P. CALLISON
EDWARD K. PRITCHARD
Beltct Vo2hmtee vn Judoial
Legisatio.
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Mr. Pope as Chairman of the Executive Committee read
the Committee's report.
MR. POPE:
Your Committee is pleased to report that the Association is in a very
healthy condition as to members and finances. The past year has been
a most fruitful one and your Committee believes that even greater
progress can be made in the future if certain recommendations which
will be made by separate resolution of the Committee are adopted.
The first of these would change the present staggered membership
year to a uniform one with all members paying dues at the same time.
For the past several years the practice has been followed of permitting
the individual lawyers to join the Association at any time during the
year and to pay his dues annually thereafter. This is a cumbersome
practice which can only breed confusion and we strongly recommend
that the Executive Committee be empowered to adjust membership dues
for the remainder of the present year and then to collect all dues at
the same time.
The second recommendation would avail the Association of the offer
of the Law School of the University of South Carolina to establish
permanent headquarters in the Law School Building without cost to the
Association. All Association records would be kept in this office and a
stenographer would be employed on the basis of need for her services.
The present Secretary has been most helpful and cooperative and your
Committee intends no reflection upon him in making this recommendation. The Secretary would continue to make arrangements for meetings
of the Association and would in general supervise the work of the stenographer.
For the past six months the Association has utilized the services of a
Public Relations expert on a trial basis. Your Executive Committee has
reached the conclusion that the Association does not require such services on a permanent basis and believes that the salary which has been
paid him could be used to better advantage by applying it to a stenographer.
Monthly Meetings
During the past year monthly meetings of this Committee have been
held and at two of the monthly meetings all Vice Presidents of the
Association were invited to attend. Your Committee believes that this
practice of holding monthly meetings should be continued as should the
practice of inviting the Vice Presidents to meet with the Committee
at least semi-annually. Our Vice Presidents can render great assistance
to the Association by actively soliciting membership among the lawyers
of the State and in various other ways.
The President of the Association and the Chairman of this Committee
made numerous appearances before the General Assembly in connection
with proposed legislation and kept the Committee informed as to the
legislative program.
Legislation
Immediately following the last Annual Meeting in Spartanburg, your
Committee took steps to implement the action of the Association in
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approving the adoption of a Code of Ethics by the Supreme Court of
South Carolina and looking toward the establishment of a Judicial
Council. After numerous conferences with the Supreme Court and
leaders of the General Assembly of South Carolina, your Committee
recommended that the Court pass an order establishing an interim
Judicial Council pending the enactment of the necessary legislation.
This was done by the Court and during the 1957 session of the General
Assembly, legislation was enacted establishing a permanent Judicial
Council. This Council consists of representatives of the Judicial, Legislative and Executive branches of the State Government, together with
members of the Bar and including the President of the South Carolina
Bar Association, ex officio, and the Dean of the South Carolina Law
School. Six other members of this Association were appointed by the
Chief Justice.
Your Committee regards the establishment of the Judicial Council as
the greatest single step toward the improvement of the administration
of justice in South Carolina in many years. The Council will conduct
research into various problems deemed important by the Courts, the
Judiciary Committees of the General Assembly and the South Carolina
Bar Association.
The Supreme Court, by appropriate Order, prescribed the Code of
Ethics as adopted at the last Annual Meeting of this Association as the
rules to be followed by all members of the South Carolina Bar. Your
Committee is happy to report this achievement.
Also at the 1957 session of the General Assembly a stringent antibarratry statute was enacted at the request of your Association.
Other legislation in which your Association was interested was the
increase in judges' salaries from $12,500.00 to $14,000.00 per year and
the extension of Social Security coverage to members of the State
Judiciary.
Your Committee met with the Judiciary of the Senate with reference
to enactment of legislation giving the Supreme Court the power by rule
to prescribe Civil Procedure in all Courts. After serious consideration
it was decided to approach the problem differently by enacting specific
legislation looking toward an improvement of the Rules of Civil Procedure.
Your Committee likewise requested the enactment of legislation giving
the State Supreme Court the power to govern by rule of court the admission, disbarment and control of practicing attorneys. This bill was referred to a subcommittee and has not yet been reported.
At this point your Committee would like to express appreciation to
Senator Marion Gressette, Chairman of the Senate Judiciary Committee,
and to the Honorable Robert McNair, Chairman of the House Judiciary
Committee, for their cooperation, advice and wise counsel in all matters
in which your Association was interested.
Inter-Professional Cooperation
Your Committee reports with pride that during the past year real
strides have been made toward the establishment of better inter-professional relationships with other learned professions. The South Carolina Medical Association and the South Carolina Bar Association ap-
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pointed committees to work out a statement of policy governing medicallegal problems. Your Committee endorses this joint proposal and urges
its adoption.
Similarly, a Committee was appointed to work with the banks and
lending institutions of South Carolina in the hope that a policy could
be established with regard to the proper relationship of attorneys and
banking institutions concerning the administration of estates and trusts.
This committee is still working and is not yet in position to make its
report.
Another committee was appointed to work with the South Carolina
Association of Realtors and a joint proposal has been agreed upon
which will be presented to this Association for approval. Your committee urges its adoption also.
Still another committee was appointed to work with the Association
of Certified Public Accountants in the hope that a policy could be
evolved which would eliminate areas of misunderstanding and disagreement between accountants and attorneys. This Committee has
not yet completed its work and its report will not be made at this
session.
At the request of the South Carolina Medical Association a joint seminar concerning the advisability of modifying the coroner system in
South Carolina was held at the University Law School. Panelists included representatives of both the medical and legal professions, and
the attendance exceeded the hopes of those who sponsored the meeting.
This is another example of the present friendly atmosphere existing
between the medical and legal professions in this State.
Rules of Civil Procedure
A Committee under the chairmanship of Frank K. Sloan, Esquire,
of the Columbia Bar, did exhaustive work in preparing a comparative
analysis of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure with the numerous Court
Rules and Statutes governing Civil Procedure in our State Courts. Your
Committee appropriated $500.00 to cover the cost of printing and distributing this valuable study to members of the Association. A splendid
seminar on the Rules was conducted by the Committee on Institutes at
the University Law School at which there was a good attendance and
a great deal of interest evinced. Your Committee feels that this work
on revising the Rules of Civil 'Procedure governing state practice is
the most vital confronting the profession today and a second seminar
was conducted at this Annual Meeting. Your Committee urges that the
Association go on record as endorsing a resolution that the existing
state practice be modified substantially to conform to that prescribed
by the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure and that such resolution be
transmitted to the Judicial Council.
Handbook
Your Committee has appointed a subcommittee to prepare a handbook
of useful information for the members of this Association. The Committee has been working diligently on this project but is not yet ready to
report. The Executive Committee feels that it will fill a real need in
this State.
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Law School Foundation
Your Committee has adopted a resolution looking toward the establishment of a Law School Foundation. This resolution will be presented
to the Association and it is hoped that it will receive not only the approval but the wholehearted support of all members. If it is established
the result will be that the University of South Carolina Law School
will have the necessary funds to secure visiting lecturers and to finance
adequate research on important problems.
Other Activities
Your Executive Committee has been unusually active during the past
year. The Chairman of the Committee represented the Association before the Senate and House Judiciary Subcommittees in opposition to the
so-called Civil Rights legislation. He opposed such legislation on the
grounds of its unconstitutionality, its being entirely unnecessary, its
being unwise and its being an unwarranted invasion of state and local

rights.
At the request of the Executive Committee, the Chairman wrote the
President of the United States on behalf of the Bar Association that he
give careful consideration in filling Mr. Justice Minton's vacancy with
a lawyer who had had substantial private practice. It was pointed out
that the current tendency in appointing Federal Judges is to appoint
lawyers from the service of the Federal Government to an alarming
degree since the central government is a party litigant to perhaps forty
per cent of the cases heard by the Supreme Court.
Our President wrote the Chairman of the Judiciary Committee of the
American Bar Association requesting that our State Bar Association be
permitted to file recommendations to fill vacancies with the Attorney
General. It was pointed out that in the past positions have been filled
without giving State Bar Associations the opportunity to recommend
qualified lawyers.
In addition, President Robinson delivered the Commencement Address
tO the 1956 graduating class of the Law School; attended the Annual
Meeting of the North Carolina Bar Association; attended the Attorneys
General's conference on congestion in the Courts and attended the conference of Bar Association Presidents held in Dallas, Texas.
President Robinson has been untiring in his efforts to improve the
standards of our profession as well as the administration of justice.
He has received the full support of the Executive Committee and, in
closing this report, I as Chairman would like to thank him and every
member of the Executive Committee for their diligent and cooperative
spirit during the past year. The Association is looking forward and I
am confident that in the future our Association will attract more and
more South Carolina lawyers because of our service to the public and
to the profession.
Respectfully submitted,
THOMAS H. POPE, C4air an
DAviD W. ROBINSON
J. DAVIS KERR
S. AuGusTus BLACK
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SAMUEL L. PRINCE
JOHN M. SCOTT
CALHoUN A. MAYS
Executive Committee

Whereupon Mr. Pope offered the following resolution:
MR. POPE:
BE IT RESOLVED BY THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE
SOUTH CAROLINA BAR ASSOCIATION:
1. That the Association sponsor the creation of an endowment fund
for the use and benefit of the Law School of the University of South
Carolina and that this resolution be presented to the next convention
of the Association for its consideration and approval;
2. That all funds raised for this endowment be deposited with the
Treasurer of the University of South Carolina for investment by the
Trustees of the University and that such funds be invested and deposited
in such fashion as the Trustees shall determine and be subject to such
auditing as are other University funds;
3. The income from this endowment shall be used for the furtherance
of legal education in South Carolina, for the improvement of the administration of justice in this state, and for the benefit of the faculty and
students of the law school and of the legal profession of the state.
Without limiting the generality of these purposes the income may be
used for these specific purposes: (a) In providing special lectures series;
(b) In bringing in to the Law School visiting law teachers of note;
(c) In developing Law School faculty (encouraging further training,
further study, writing, travelling, etc., but not for substitution of or
supplementing salaries); and (d) In otherwise developing the Law
School.
4. From time to time this income shall be disbursed by the University
upon the recommendation of the Dean and of the Faculty of the Law
School.
5. That prior to the next convention of the Association the Executive
Committee authorize the solicitation of funds for this endowment.

The resolution was adopted unanimously after a few remarks on it by Dean Samuel L. Prince and President Robin-

son. President Robinson informed the members that $13,000
has already been pledged to this fund.
S. Augustus Black of Columbia proposed the resolution that
the membership basis of the Bar Association be changed to
a yearly one. An amendment to this resolution provided for
the Executive Committee to have the right to charge a registration fee at the annual convention to cover some of the costs
of the Association. Such resolution and amendment were
passed.
Thomas H. Pope of Newberry then offered to the Association a proposal by Dean Samuel L. Prince to allow the Asso-
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ciation to keep its records and a part time secretary in the
Law School. The Association adopted such proposal.
The President informed the members that an invitation to
the Association to hold its annual meeting in Columbia had
been extended by the Columbia Bar, and that this invitation
would be referred to the Executive Committee.
Heyward Clarkson of Columbia thereupon moved to give

President Robinson a rising vote of thanks for a job exceptionally well done.

Charles W. Muldrow of Florence, Chairman of the Nominating Committee, was called to present the nominations of
officers of the Association for the next year. These were as

follows:
FOR PRESIDENT: J. Davis Kerr of Spartanburg.
FOR FIRST VICE-PRESIDENT: Frank H. Bailey of Charleston.
FOR EXECUTIVE COMMITTEEMAN: John W. Thomas of Columbia.
FOR CIRCUIT VICE-PRESIDENTS:
First Circuit-P.Frank Haigler, Orangeburg.
Second Circuit-CharlesE. Simons, Jr., Aiken.
Third Circuit-ArthurH. Wilder, Sumter.
Fourth Circuit-Joseph DuPre Miller, Bennettsville.
Fifth Circuit-Henry H. Edens, Columbia.
Sixth Circuit-Fred H. Strickland, Chester.
Seventh Circuit-JamesB. Stephen, Spartanburg.
Eighth Circuit-O.L. Long, Laurens.
Ninth Circuit-Ben Scott Whaley, Charleston.
Tenth Circuit-JohnK. Grisso, Anderson.
Eleventh Circuit-J.Fred Buzhardt, McCormick.
Twelfth Circuit-William H. Blackwell, Florence.
Thirteenth Circuit-F.Dean Rainey, Greenville.
Fourteenth Circuit-Isadore Bogoslow, Walterboro.

The officers were elected by acclamation.

Edwin Belser of Columbia, Chairman of the Resolutions Committee, offered the following Resolutions to the

Association:
MR. BELSER:
WHEREAS: The 1957 Convention of the South Carolina Bar Association has been one of the most successful in the history of that body;
AND WHEREAS such success could not have been attained without
the cooperation of those who have assisted the various committees in
their work, and this Association desires to acknowledge such cooperation
and to express its appreciation for the same;
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NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the South Carolina
Bar Association by this resolution expresses its grateful thanks
To the Greenville Bar Association for the many courtesies and the
generous hospitality which it has extended to the delegates to this convention;
To the Ladies of Greenville, under the able leadership of Airs. Clement
F. Haynesworth for their hospitable and generous provisions for the
entertainment of the visiting ladies;
To the Poinsett Hotel for the efficient care of the delegates and the
facilities which it has placed at their disposal;
To the R. L. Bryan Company for its generosity in printing the Draft
Proposal of the South Carolina Rules of Civil Procedure;
And to the South Carolina National Bank, the Peoples National Bank,
the Liberty Life Insurance Company, the Title Guarantee Company of
Baltimore, The Lawyers Title Insurance Company, The Title Insurance
Company of Minnesota, The Fidelity Federal Savings and Loan Association, The First Federal Savings and Loan Association, and the Carolina Savings and Loan Association for their generous contributions towards the expenses of the meeting.
WHEREAS, the presence at the convention of the South Carolina
Bar Association of the Judges of the State and Federal Courts adds
greatly to the dignity of such meetings and to the pleasure of those in
attendance,
AND WHEREAS it has been noted with regret that a number of our
judiciary have been unable to attend this meeting;
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the South Carolina
Bar Association in convention assembled, desires to, and does hereby
express its regret at the absence of such members of the Bench, both
active and retired.
FURTHER, RESOLVED, that the Secretary of this Association be,
and is hereby requested, to communicate with all of the active and retired Judges of this State, who did not attend this convention, and
convey to them the best wishes of the Convention and the hope that
they may be with us next year.

After the unanimous adoption of these resolutions by the
Association, the President called upon Mr. Prioleau for the
Secretary-Treasurer's report.
MR. PRIOLEAU:
FINANCIAL STATEMENT
April 5, 1956 through May 1, 1957
INCOME
Balance April 5, 1956
Collections
Interest Earned

News Bulletin (advertisements)
Accounts Receivable (News Bulletin)
TOTAL INCOME
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EXPENDITURES
Annual Meeting - 1956
Law Quarterly
News Bulletin
Secretary-Treasurer, Wm. F. Prioleau, Jr.:
$975.00
Salary
41.84
Expenses

.$ 3,067.57
3,329.00
405.72

1,016.84
Public Relations, Manning Harris:
Salary
Expenses

450.00
73.69
523.69

Memberships:
National Conference of Bar
Presidents
National Conference of Bar
Secretaries

25.00
15.00
40.00

Office Expenses:
Postage
Stationery
L. D. Telephone
Printing
Supplies

105.00
73.49
66.56
21.09
26.87
293.01

Committee Expenses:
Institutes
Executive
Ethics
Grievance

232.04
89.35
7.50
5.00
333.89

Miscellaneous:
Luncheon for Judicial Council __
Position Bond-Seet'y.-Treas.
Refunds
Bank Charges
Audit-A. C. Clarkson & Co. _ _
Reception & Luncheon for Fourth
Circuit Court of Appeals

80.00
25.00
3.00
3.58
125.00
235.40
471.98

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

$ 9,481.70

BALANCE

$ 5,521.54

President Robinson appointed an auditing committee with

Frank McGowan of Columbia as Chairman, to check the
Secretary-Treasurer's report and to report its findings to

the meeting. Mr. McGowan reported that the report appeared
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to be in order and should be approved. Whereupon, Mr. McGowan moved for the adoption of the Secretary-Treasurer's
report and the motion was duly passed.
The business meeting recessed for a reception given by
the Executive Committee in the Poinsett Hotel. During the
morning the ladies had been entertained at a Coffee Hour
at the Greenville Woman's Club.
Saturday Afternoon
The committee meetings in the afternoon were followed
by a party at the Greenville Country Club for the members
and their guests given by the Liberty Life Insurance Company as hosts.
The annual meeting of the Association was closed with a
banquet which honored Associate Justice, Lionel Legge, of the
Supreme Court and the new Associate Justice, Clement F.
HIaynsworth, Jr., of the U. S. Court of Appeals, Fourth Circuit. Each of the honor guests made appropriate remarks
which were exceedingly well received by an appreciative
audience.
Meanwhile the ladies were entertained with a buffet dinner
at the Greenville Country Club for which the South Carolina
National Bank acted as hosts, after which the members rejoined the ladies for an informal party at the Country Club.
ADJOURNMENT.
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